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Art Unit: 2162 

DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . Claims 1 -1 2 remain pending for examination. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

2. The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 21 July 2004. The 
submission is in compliance with the provisions of 37 CFR 1.97. Accordingly, the 
information disclosure statement is being considered by the examiner (see PTO - 
1449). 

Response to Applicant' Remarks 

3. Applicant's arguments filed 7 September 2004 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive for the following reasons: In response to applicant's argument 
on page 10, that "Applicant has amended Claim 12 to recite, in relevant part, "searching 
for the address of the desired information based on the registered predetermined 
search information when a category is selected." However, it is unclear that the support 
on page 17, lines 20-34 of the specification does not explicitly reflect the newly added 
limitations. 

In response to applicant's argument on page 1 1 , that the references fail to show 
certain features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which 
applicant relies (i.e., the creation of a simplified network address in an understandable 
form) are not recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light 
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of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See 
In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

In view of the above, the Examiner contends that all limitations as recited in the 
claims have been addressed in this action. 

Claims 1, 3, 4, 8, 9, 10 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, 
as failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains 
subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to 
reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the 
application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. As recited the newly 
added limitations "said predetermined search information comprising a specific word in 
a general language". 

In response to applicant's argument on page 1 1 , that Osaku fails to teach or 
suggest "predetermined search information comprises a specific word in a general 
language." It is submitted that Related Art and Osaku disclose the claimed subject 
matter except the claimed a specific word in a general language . However, Mahajan 
discloses the claimed the language model can be a specific subject matter or simply a 
general language model (see Mahajan col. 7, lines 45-55). Further, in column 8, lines 
16-49, Mahajan discloses based upon the information retrieved from general data store 
as a result of the query being executed against general data store. It would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to modify the combined teachings of 
Related Art and Osaku and Mahajan with a specific word in a general language . Such 
modification would allow the teachings of Related Art and Osaku and Mahajan to 
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provide results in better performance of the information retrieval system (see Mahajan 
col. 15, lines 15-16). a 
In response to applicant's arguments on page 1 1 , against the references 
individually, one cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually 
where the rejections are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 
F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 
USPQ375(Fed. Cir. 1986). 

MPEP 2111 Claim Interpretation: Broadest Reasonable Interpretation 
During patent examination, the pending claims must be "given the broadest 
reasonable interpretation consistent with the specification" Applicant always has the 
opportunity to amend the claims during prosecussion and broad interpretation by the 
examiner reduces the possibility that the claim, once issued, will be interpreted more 
broadly than is justified. In re Prater, 162 USPQ 541,550-51 (CCPA 1969). The court 
found that applicant was advocating ... the impermissible importation of subject matter 
from the specification into the claim. See also In re Morris, 127 F.3d 1048, 1054-55, 44 
USPQ2d 1023, 1027-28 (Fed. Cir. 1997) (The court held that the PTO is not required, in 
the course of prosecution, to interpret claims in applications in the same manner as a 
court would interpret claims in an infringement suit. Rather, the "PTO applies to 
verbiage of the proposed claims the broadest reasonable meaning of the words in their 
ordinary usage as they would be understood by one of ordinary skill in the art, taking 
into account whatever enlightenment by way of definition or otherwise that may be 
afforded by the written description contained in application's specification."). 



Application/Control Number: 09/841 ,038 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2162 

The broadest reasonable interpretation of the claims must also be consistent with 
the interpretation that those skilled in the art would reach. In re Cortright, 165 F.3d 
1353, 1359, 49 USPQ2d 1464, 1468 (Fed. Cir. 1999). 

For the above reasons, it is believed that the last Office Action was proper. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Related Art (hereinafter "Related Art") in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,061 ,738 issued to 
Osaku (hereinafter "Osaku") and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,418,431 issued to 
Mahajan et al. (hereinafter "Mahajan"). 

As per claim 1 , Related Art discloses, "a search unit that determines a category 
of an address designated for registration based on a definition entry and a selection 
record of a menu' (see figure 1, page 2, lines 26-32); and "a registration unit that 
registers an address in the category", (see figure 1, element S 16, page 3, line 30 to 
page 4, line 1), 

"wherein predefined search information is registered for each category", (see 
page 4 t lines 31-34). Related Art does not explicitly disclose a search support device in 
which an address indicating a location of information accessible on a network is 
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registered, and predetermined search information is used as a keyword for searching 
for the address indicating a location of desired information accessible on the network. 
However, Osaku discloses when a simplified network address is input to the client for a 
network accessible resource is first passed to the client search engine which uses the 
simplified network address as a search key for searching the selected correspondence 
relations located on the client cache, if a correspondence relation matching the key is 
located on the cache, in which the client search engine returns a corresponding URL, 
which in the present example we assume is URL2. Having found a corresponding URL 
within the client cache, the client uses the URL2 to form a network access command 
<http://LTRL2/> which is addressed to a network resource having a copy of a network 
file corresponding to the simplified network address input by the user, (see Osaku Col. 
9, lines 20-39), and column 8, lines 39-58. It would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the combined teachings of Related Art and Osaku. 
Such modification would allow the teachings of Related Art and Osaku to provide novel 
methods and systems for accessing a network URL through pre-assigned simplified 
network addresses, (see Osaku Col. 1 , line 66 to Col. 2, line 1 ). While, Related Art and 
Osaku disclose the claimed subject matter except the claimed a specific word in a 
general language . However, Mahajan discloses the claimed the language model can 
be a specific subject matter or simply a general language model (see Mahajan col. 7, 
lines 45-55). Further, in column 8, lines 16-49, Mahajan discloses based upon the 
information retrieved from general data store as a result of the query being executed 
against general data store. It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
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the art to modify the combined teachings of Related Art and Osaku and Mahajan with a 
specific word in a general language . Such modification would allow the teachings of 
Related Art and Osaku and Mahajan to provide results in better performance of the 
information retrieval system (see Mahajan col. 15, lines 15-16). 

As per claim 2, Related Art discloses, "wherein the registration unit registers the 
address designated for registration in the category containing the registered address the 
registered address when located at the same level as the address designated for 
registration", (see page 4, lines 15-19). 

As per claim 3, in addition to claim 1 , Related Art discloses, "determining a 
category of an address designated for registration based on a definition entry and a 
selection record of a menu", (see page 4, line 1 1 to page S, line 2). 

As per claim 4, in addition to claim 1, Related Art discloses, "a category menu 
storage unit that stores a category menu in which predetermined categories are listed 
up" as the information including the URL address of each registered homepage is 
registered as the list of registered bookmarks, (see figure 3, page 4, lines 15-19). 

As per claim 5, in addition to claims 1 and 3, Related Art further discloses, "a 
display unit that displays an address in another form indicating the location of desired 
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information detected based on the search information generated by the search 
information generating unit", (see figures 2 and 3, page 2, line 26 to page 3, line 22). 

As per claim 6, Related Art further discloses, "an address selection unit that 
selects the address registered in the category menu so as to make an access to the 
location of the desired information", (see figures 2 and 3, page 2, line 26 to page 3, line 
22). 

As per claim 7, Related Art discloses, "an icon conversion unit that visually 
changes the category in which the address is registered by the address registration unit" 
(see figures 2 and 3, page 2, line 26 to page 3, line 22). 

As per claim 8, in addition to claim 1 , Related Art discloses, "storing a category 
menu in which predetermined categories are listed up" as the information including the 
URL address of each registered homepage is registered as the list of registered 
bookmarks, (see figure 3, page 4, lines 15-19). 

As per claim 9, in addition to claim 1 , Related Art discloses, "a procedure for 
classifying the address in accordance with a category related to information that can be 
accessed at the address", (see page 4, line 1 1 to page 5, line 2); and 

"a procedure for registering the address classified in accordance with the 
category", (see figure 1 , element S1 6, page 3, line 30 to page 4, line 1 ). 
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As per claim 10, in addition to claim 1, Related Art discloses, "a procedure for 
generating search information associated with a category selected from the category 
menu" as the information including the URL address of each registered homepage is 
registered as the list of registered bookmarks, (see figure 3, page 4, lines 15-19); and 
"a procedure for registering the address classified in accordance with the category", 
(see figure 1, element S16, page 3, line 30 to page 4, line 1). 

As per claim 1 1 , Related Art discloses, "wherein the program further includes a 
procedure for generating the category menu", (see figure 3(A, B). 

As per claim 12, in addition to claim 1, Osaku further discloses, "a method for 
searching for an address of desired information on a network based on search 
information associated with the desired information", (see col. 8, lines 40-47), the 
method comprising: 

"registering predetermined search information (see fig. 14, elements 292, 294, 
296) used as a keyword for searching for the address of the desired information on the 
network for each of a plurality of categories into which information is classified" as 
simplified network address is input to the client for a network accessible resource is first 
passed to the client search engine which uses the simplified network address as a 
search key for searching the selected correspondence relations located on the client 
cache, if a correspondence relation matching the key is located on the cache, in which 
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the client search engine returns a corresponding URL, which in the present example we 
assume is URL2. Having found a corresponding URL within the client cache, the client 
uses the URL2 to form a network access command <http://URL2/> which is addressed 
to a network resource having a copy of a network file corresponding to the simplified 
network address input by the user, (see Osaku col. 9, lines 20-39), and column 8, line 
39-58. 

" searching for the address of the desired information based on the registered 
predefined search information when a category is selected ", (see page 4, line 23 to 
page 5, line 2). 
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Conclusion 

5. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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CONTACT INFORMATION 



6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JEAN B. FLEURANTIN whose telephone number is 571 
- 272-4035. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:05 to 4:35. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, JOHN E BREENE can be reached on 571 - 272-4107. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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